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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 5-12, 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Assayag et al (US 2003/0103138 A1), cited by the applicants. 

Assayag et al discloses a video security and control system comprising the same 
computer-implemented method of controlling a camera to capture security- 
related events, the method comprising: (a) determining whether a security-related event 
has occurred or is occurring at one or more locations in or near a surveyed area 
(paragraph 0038); and (b) automatically activating said camera in response to a positive 
determination that a security-related event has occurred or is occurring at a particular 
location in order to capture video information at said particular location (paragraph 
0039) as specified in claims 1, 12 and 18-19; further comprising the step of determining 
which of a plurality of available cameras should capture video information (fig. 3, one of 
DSP camera 1,.. DSP camera N, Dome camera 1, ... Dome camera 3 will capture 
image as initiated by appropriate "Door contact") as specified in claims 5 and 18; further 
comprising the step of automatically directing and focusing said camera to capture 
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video information at said particular location (paragraph 0040) as specified in claims 6 
and 18; further comprising the step of capturing a digital video clip of said security- 
related event (paragraphs 0039, 0040) as specified in claims 7, 12 and 18; further 
comprising the step of storing data characterizing the security-related event in a 
database (paragraphs 0030, 0055) as specified in claims 8, 15 and 18; wherein at least 
a portion of the data stored within said database is organized by security-related events 
(paragraphs 0014, 0020 Video motion detection triggers the storing) as specified in 
claims 9, 16 and 20; further comprising the step of automatically associating said digital 
video clip with one or more data identifiers characterizing said security-related event 
(paragraphs 0019, 0023, 0024, 0027, 0029) as specified in claims 10 and 17; wherein 
said one or more data identifiers comprise at least one or more items selected from the 
group consisting of: the type or types of security-related event, a time of the security- 
related event, a date of the security-related event, a location of the security-related 
event, the camera or cameras capturing video information of the security-related event, 
data card insertion information, meter information, manual operator information, and 
one or more arbitrary identifiers that can be cross referenced or catalogued (paragraph 
0019, full-face identifiable face images are stored) as specified in claim 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. ' Claims 2-4, 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Assayag et al, in view of Berg et al (US 7,048,630). 

As applied to claims 1 above, it is noted that Assayag et al further the security- 
related event comprises an event selected from the group consisting of: a manually 
triggered alarm such as a fire alarm or security hot button, irregular use of a smart card, 
electronic funds transfers in excess of a threshold amount, credit requests or use in 
excess of a threshold amount, a substantial matching of a patron to a catalogued 
suspect by a facial recognition system, a gaming machine slot door open, a gaming 
machine drop door open, a gaming machine fill door open, a gaming machine panel 
open, a loss of network communication to a gaming machine, irregular gaming machine 
to network communications, a substantially large jackpot hit, and an irregular or frequent 
plurality of jackpot hits from one gaming machine or a group of gaming machines 
(paragraphs 0019, 0023, 0024, 0027, 0029) as specified in claim 14. However, 
Assayag et al does not particularly disclose: the security-related events occur in or 
around a gaming establishment as specified in claims 2, 13; the camera is located in a 
gaming machine at or near where said security-related event took place as specified in 
claim 3; and the camera is located in a position above multiple gaming machines in the 
gaming establishment as specified in claim 4. 

With regard to claims 2-3 and 1 3, berg et al teaches the "the video camera 
captures an image within the field of view of the lens of the video camera , which would 
usually include the head and face of a player who plays the machine . Instead of the 
image being captured on photographic film, the image is captured through an electronic 
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sensor board. The images captured on the electronic sensor board may be selectively 
used for a variety of purposes, including verification of the identity of a player with a 
player tracking card used by the player of the machine and including security purposes. 
In the preferred embodiment, the video camera is used to capture a player's image on 
selected occasions during the player's play of the casino game on the machine .". And 
therefore, having these two references in front of him/her, one ordinary skilled level in 
the art at the time the invention was made would have found it obvious to combine and 
in the process to provide a camera-security system for determining security related 
event occur in or around a gaming establishment, and wherein the camera is located in 
a gaming machine at or near where said security-related event took place as taught by 
Berg et al. Doing so would help to save manpower while providing security to 
customers. 

Regarding claim 4: It is notoriously well known that in gaming area of casino, 
cameras are located in a position above multiple gaming machines and therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the system of the combination to provide overhead camera in a 
gaming area of casinos to cover multiple locations. Doing so would help to save cost. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Sengupta et al (US 6,359,647) discloses an automated camera handoff 
system for figure tracking in a multiple camera system. 
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b. Bern (US 5,990,938) discloses a showcase security system. 

c. Rowe (US 2003/01 09308 A1 ) discloses a method and apparatus for 
graphically portraying gaming environment and information regarding components 
thereof. 

d. Green (US 6,908,385) discloses a casino video security system. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nhon T. Diep whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7328. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on 571-272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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